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Offic Action Summary 
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Examirjfif ^ , 

Group Art Unit 



—The MAIUNG DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the comespondence address- 
Period for Reply ^ 


MONTH{S) FROM THE MAILING DATE 


A SHOFTTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE _ 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensionsof time iTiay be available UTKJer the pnc>^ In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed after SIX (Q MOrfTHS 
from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, l7y default, expire SIX (6) MONTHS frcwn the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or ^ctended period for reply v/tll, by statute, cause the api^ication to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than tiirse months after tiie mailing date of tills communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
term adjustment See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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Status 

Xa^esponsive to connmunication(s) filed on 
/^^^is action Is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayfe, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 453 O.G. 21 3. 

Disposition of Claims 

vZi Claim(s) 

Of the above claim(s) 

□ Claim(s)_ 


is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 


J^CIaim(s)- 
^^Cplaim(s)- 


□ Claim(s). 


Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on . 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 


is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 


is □ approved □ disapproved. 


is/are objected to by the Examiner 


□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9 (aHd)- 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
^Certified copies not received: ■. 


Attachment(s) 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Notice of Reference{s) Cited, PTO-892 

□. Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 


□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-1 52 

□ Other 
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Application Number: 09/576,716 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2856 


1 . The response filed June 25, 2003 has been entered and considered. 

2. Claims 20-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Ishihara. 
Note especially the abstract. Fig. 2(a), Fig. 4, col. 4, lines 11-91 and lines 49-55 and col. 

5, line 16-col. 6, line 7. Note Fig. 2(a) shows placement of the test pattern along the edge of the 
surface being monitored and thus would inherently be in a region more likely to have an error 
because of greater handling stresses and edge eflFects near the edges. Likewise it is disclosed in 
col. 5, lines 45-51 that a finer pitch may be used in the test pattern than in the circuit and earlier in 
the column that smudges are being monitored. Since a pattern with a finer pitch is more likely to 
show smudge effects it is thus inherently under a condition of higher risk of having a defect. 

3. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ishihara. 
Ishihara discloses mounting to help better control production but does not specifically 

state doing a parameter adjustment. However, such would have seen obvious to help avoid the 
continued production of known defects. 

4. Claims 29-44 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any 
intervening claims. 

5. Applicant's arguments filed June 25, 2003 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant's arguments are believed adequately addressed in the rejection. 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 


Application Number: 09/5 76, 7 1 6 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2856 


A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1. 136(a) will be calculated fi"om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi"om the mailing date of this 
final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi'om the examiner 
should be directed to Tom Noland whose telephone number is (703) 305-4765. The examiner can 
normally be reached on weekdays fi-om 9:00 to 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's supervisor, 
Mr. Hezron E. WiUiams, can be reached on (703) 305-4705. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is (703) 308-7722. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 

Thomas P. Noland 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2856 
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